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Book Reviews 113 

On the Language of Vitruvius. By Mobeis H. Moegan. 
Reprint from the Proceedings of the American Academy of 
Arts and Sciences XLI, No. 23 (Feb. 1906), pp. 467-502. 

That statistics designed to show that an author's language and style 
are characteristic of a given epoch need a searching examination from 
every possible point of view in order to be valid, is shown in a striking 
way in this scholarly and fair-minded study. Attention has been called 
to this fact more than once, especially by WSlfflin in various articles in 
the Arch, filr Lat. Lex., but it continues to be cheerfully ignored. 

In two papers, one published in Danish in 1896, the other in English 
in 1898, Ussing attempted to show that the De architectura of Vitruvius 
was written about the middle of the third century by an amateur in the 
subject, who drew his material mainly from Varro. This thesis he 
defended by arguments based on its subject-matter and on its language 
and style. The work has also been assigned to the reign of Titus, 
though that it belongs to the time of Augustus is still probably the 
prevailing opinion. Without attempting to decide at present between 
the last two dates, or to consider the arguments based on the subject- 
matter, Morgan makes it very clear that nearly all the peculiarities in 
language and style which are cited by Ussing as characteristic of late 
Latin may be paralleled in Republican, Augustan, or Silver Latin, while 
the few which remain cannot be regarded as significant in a treatise on 
a technical subject, written by a man unpracticed in literary work. 

One point, which does not affect the general conclusions of the 
paper, is not clear to me. In the sentence: non enim atria minora ab 
maioribus easdem possunt habere symmetriarum rationes (142. 2 R), 
Morgan says that there is no idea of comparison in ab maioribus. Now 
while it is perfectly evident, assuming that ab be translated " than," 
that, in the courteous language of the Thesaurus, minora ab maioribus 
nihil est, it is not easy to see what meaning other than "compared with" 
can by any possibility be given to ab in the passage in question. 
Morgan's own translation is: "In the case of smaller atria the symmet- 
rical proportion cannot be the same as in larger." This is quite correct, 
but the meaning of ab maioribus must be "compared with greater," 
whether it be taken with minora, which is possible with that meaning, or 
with easdem, which seems to be Morgan's view (cf. "the same as in 
larger"). The suggestion of the Thesaurus that the phrase is to be 
taken with habere seems to me incorrect, as well as inconsistent with the 
other examples in the chapter in which the passage is cited. It will be 
observed that in most of the examples in this chapter ( Thes. 39. 10 ff.) 
the phrase with ab modifies an adjectival word. Habere ab has a distinct 
meaning (see A. L. L. X, p. 491. 5), so that the sentence is not parallel 
with Caes. Orat. Gell. v. 13. 6: quibus (clientibus) etiam a propinquis 
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nostris opem ferre instituimus i. propinquis relictis vel prae propinquis 
(Thes. 39. 45) except that the developed meaning "compared with" suits 
ab in both. If the phrase be taken with easdem, it may be explained as 
the opposite of alius ab, which is not uncommon. Personally I am 
inclined, both on account of the word -order and the lack of examples of 
idem ab, to take ab maioribus with minora. That it is not African Latin, 
and that in A. L. L. X, p. 500. 18 the sentence should have been cited in 
full, I cheerfully admit. Whether ab was actually taken in the sense of 
"than" by Wolfflin and myself I cannot now remember. I surely 
hope not. 

John C. Rolfe 



Grundzilge der Sprachpsychologie. Von Ottmak Dittkich. Bd. 
I: Einleitung und allgemein psychologische Grundlegung. 
Mit einem Bilderatlas. Halle: Max Niemeyer, 1903. Pp. 
xv + 786. Bilderatlas pp. 95. 

This forms the first volume of what promises to be the most exhaust- 
ive treatise on the psychology of language yet undertaken. Only the 
smaller part of the first volume (pp. 1-77, §§ 1-157) is devoted to a 
general introduction; by far the larger portion (pp. 78-724, §§ 158-2173) 
deals with questions of general psychology, viz., the nervous system in 
its anatomical and physiological aspects. An Atlas, which contains 114 
extremely well-executed illustrations, accompanies this second part, 
which is so completely given over to psychological problems that a 
review of it must be left to the specialist. Its value to the linguistic 
investigator is mainly that of a very carefully arranged digest in which 
he will find assembled a large mass of psychological data which it would 
cost much time and trouble to collect and arrange by himself. On the 
whole, the majority of the topics here discussed touch only in a remote 
and indirect way upon what may be properly termed linguistic or phi- 
lological problems. Without wishing to criticize Dittrich for his very 
elaborate and painstaking exposition of the fundamental facts of nerve- 
psychology, I cannot suppress the fear that some philologists will be 
frightened away from a further pursuit of linguistic psychology by such 
a formidable array of information as is here offered as "Grundlegung." 

The Introduction discusses the relation of linguistic psychology to 
general psychology and to philology. It then takes up the concept of 
'social psychology' (Wundt's 'Volkerpsychologie'= Dittrich's 'Gemein- 
psychologie ') and criticizes in this connection (in agreement with Wundt) 
Paul's attack on Lazarus und Stein thal's ' Volkerpsychologie,' as well as 
Paul's own ' Principienwissenschaft.' Strangely enough Paul, in the 
third edition (1898) of his 'Principien,' has not taken any notice whatever 



